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Perhag)s the most striking facts disclosed by this corre-
lation of data on stream flow and precipitation are: (1)
An excess of snow in the mountains at the close of the
snow season does not give assurance of a normal stream
flow during the following summer: (2) neither a heavy
winter snowfall nor a large accumulation of snow in the
mountains in spring is essential to a normal summer
stream flow.

There are several instances in which the data of Table 1
support these statements, but two of the most striking will
serve to illustrate the points. The autumn and winter of
1909-10 were unusually favorable for the storage of mois-
ture in the form of snow in the mountains of the upper
Missouri watershed, and at the close of February, 1910,
all available information showed a marked excess in the
stock of snow. Neverthelass while careful measurements
by the Montana Power Co. showed the stream flow at
Cinyon Ferry from March to May, inclusive, was decid-
edly in excess of the normal, there was a yet more marked
deficiency from June to August. In this case there is a
ver Klausible explanation in the fact that both March
and April, 1910, were abnormally warm and dry, and
before the middle of the latter month all snow in the
mountains except scattered drifts, which were of little
consequence, had disappeared. The loss during these
months, both by run-off and evapora,tion was excessive,
and there was no excess in precipitation during May and
June to offset this loss.

In 1914-15 practically the reverse of these conditions
obtained. There was a marked deficiency in the late
autumn and winter precipitation and less snow in the
mountains at the close of winter than for many years.
There were, however, similar temperature conditions in
March and April, which were much warmer than normal
in 1915 as in 1910. This of course tended to accentuate
the shortage of snow. Apparently the onldy effect of this
very unusual lack of snow was a marked deficiency in
water during the flood stages of May and June.

The explanation of this is of general application to the
northern Rocky Mountains, especially tﬁe eastern slope.
In discussing the abnormal conditions existing at that
time the following comment was made in the Montana
snow bulletin for March, 1915:

While the winter snowfall is important as a rule in its effect on the
summer stream flow, it is not always, and perhaps not as a rule the con-
trolling factor in the supply during the low water period of July, August,
and September. An excess of snow in the mountains is reflected to a
greater extent in the May and June flood stages than in the low-water
stages in July and August. Aftera winter of normal or excessive snow
accumulation, the snow from thé foothills and southern slopes disap-
pears during March and April. The effect of the water from the snow

that melts during this early period, upon the late flow of the streams
will depend on the condition of the ground at the time of melting. If
the ground beneath the snow is frozen to a considerable depth, only a
amall percentage of the water will seep into the soil, to appear later as
groun(f water. As the season advances the melting gradually extends
to higher altitudes and to the north slopes, and the maximum run-off
is reached late in May or early in June, when the effect of the compara-
tively heavy rains of these months is combined with that of the melting
snow. During these months the ground isfairly well saturated, and nor-
mally there is sufficient moisture for agricultural purposes without irri-

tion, and this surplus water in the streams is not utilized except in a

w instances to fill storage reservoirs, .

Following a winter of deficient snowfall the entire surface of the ground
at lower altitudes becomes free from frost and comparatively dry by the
middle of April, and is in condition to absorb the maximum amount of
moisture during the wet season, comprising May and June. The water
thus absorbed, to a e extent, reaches the streams at a later period
when most needed to offset the deficiency from winter snow.

In the final paragraph of the bulletinit wasstated that—

The foregoing facts seem to forecast without reasonable doubt that
the flow in all streams during the period of high water in May and June,
1915, will be far below normal; but with an excess, or even normal, May
and June rains to replenish the ground sources of water supply, the late
flow will not likely show a corresponding deficiency.
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As was clearly anticipated in this statement, the May
and June stream flow was deficient, although May was
moderately wet and June and July were excessively so.
The excess in stream flow began with July and the per-
centage of excess increased through August and Septem-
ber; the October and November flow was much above nor-
mal notwithstanding that the precipitation was only
slightly above normal after July.

SUMMARY.

While the data at present available may not be con-
clusive on all points, it is believed that the following facts
are more or less clearly brought out:

The main supply for the streams during most of the
year is ground water. The only conditions under which
surface run-off has a marked effect are (1) an abnormally
warm March and April, following a winter of hea
snow, or (2) excessive May and June rains coming while
there is still much unmelted snow in the mountains.

A uniform snow cover over the entire watershed would
better serve to replenish the ground sources than the
same amount accumulated in drifts; so that a forested
area, by preventing drifting as well as rapid melting and
evaporation, is a better conserver of the water supply
than is an open country.

The condition of the ground beneath the snow, whether
frozen or free from frost, is an important factor in run-off
control.

The slight fluctuation in winter stream flow lends sup-
port to the inference that under normal conditions there
1s no material loss by run-off during this season, and that
therefore the amount of water stored in the mountains at
the close of winter is approximately what falls from
November to February, inclusive, minus the loss by
evaporation.

MEAN LAKE LEVELS DURING FEBRUARY, 1916.
By UnitEDp STATES LAKE SURVEY
{Dated: Detroit, Mich., Mar. 3, 1916.]

The following data are reported in the Notice to
Mariners of the above date:

Lakes.
Data. o Michigan
Superior. and Erje. | Ontario.
Huron.

Mean level during February, 1916: Feet. Feet. Feet, Feel.
Above mean sea-level at New York...... 602, 44 570.47 | 571,99 245. 41
Ahove or below—

Mean stage of January, 1916.......... —0.16 +-0. 25 40.31 +0.36

Mean stage of February, 1915........ +0.75 —0.09 +0.63 +0. 42
Average stage for February, last 10

L +0.70 —0.53 +0.31 —0.31

- Highest recorded Fabruary stage..... —0.04 —3.25 —1.76 —2.26

Lowest recorded February stage..... +1.68 +0.30 +1.36 +2.42

Average relation of the February level to:

.'lanuarf' level. .. .ooeeeiarinianciianen —-0.2 0.0 —0.1 +0.2
Marchlevel....coennnieimnneennnnenns +0.2 0.0 —0.1 —0.2
ERRATA.

Please make the following changes in the statistics for
the floods as published in this Review for January, 1916:

Page 30. Column 1, next to last line, for ‘“‘Greenville,
57.3 feet’’ read ‘“‘Greenville, 50.6 feet.”

Page 30. Column 1, last line, change to read ‘“was over-
stopped by 0.1 foot.”

age 31. Table 2, Crest stage at Newport, Ark., for

33.4 feet” read ‘‘34.3 feet.”

Page 32. Table 6, last line, for ‘‘Jan. 17, stage 51.8
feet’’ read ‘‘Feb. 17, stage 53.4 feet.”

Page 33. Table 9, Crest stage at Melville, La., for ‘‘41.9
feet on Mar. 14"’ read ‘‘43.2 feet on Feb. 14.”



